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Rcmaiks 

The amendment 

Entry of the amendmeot is rcspecthiMy reguesteii 

No new matter is added by the amended/added daims, because each of the claims is supported 
bythe applkadon as filed. Amended daiml con^sponds to oti^^ - 
dLeases Wentified at page 1, line 24 - page 2, line 2 as bem 
amended claim 3 has its dependciicydaangpd to reflect the a^ 

daim2 to amended claim 1; and amended claim 9 reflects the addirional therapy being conventU)nal for 
the disease ^ge 12, Kce 23). Redundant claims 2 and 6-8 have been cancebd; and non-elected claims 
10 and 11, wkhdiawn from comidenitbn, have also been canceled. New claim 12 daims only ^ 
h^ppexplasic diseases wtdiin the scope of claim 1. 

The cestiictioniequixcmcnt 

Restricttop had previously been required between claims 1-? and 10-11, and Applicants had 
elected daims 1-9. ITie non-elected claims have now been canceled. 

The 35 use 112, fl rejection 

Ordinal claims 1 and 7 were lejected under 35 TJSC 112, %1 for lack of enablement wkh lespea 
to the full scope of autoimnnine or hyperplastic diseases, whUe suggesting that the claims were enabled 
for those diseases reported to be associated with Fas-mediated apoptosis (autoimmune 
lyixiophopioliferative syndrome, autoimmtme thyroid disease, hypcreosinophilia, viral hepatitis, colon 
carcinoma, breast carcinoma, prostate cancer, neuroblastoma, and glioma). Tte Examiner's helpful 
suggestion has been followed and daim 1, the independent claim, has been amended to limit the. 
diseases to that list. Vlldidiawal of the rejectbn 15 requested 

The 35 use 112, 12 tejection 

Original daim 9 was rejected under 35 USC 112, ^ for indefiniteness with respect to the 
''additional form of therapy^, while suggesting clarification to a known conventional form of therapy. 
The Examinef^s helpful suggestion has been followed and claim 9 has been amended to specify that the 
additbnal therapy be a conventional therapy for the disease (the word "known** has riot been included 
because Appplicants believe it is implick in ^'conventional*). ^Withdniwal of die rejectk^n is requested. 

The 35 use 102(b) rejection 

Original ^ h'^mK 1-4 and 7 were rejected under 35 U5C lQ2(b) for anticipation by Radzakowski 
€Cd.,AfdmsmInmffKlc^€t ThenfLwExpemrentaB, 1969, 17(1), 86-88 ("Kadzifaowski'*). Tliis lejectbn, 
as applied to the amended claims, is respectfully traversed. 

Hie rejection asserts that Radztkowski ''teaches the use of the claimed acridine deiivatives 
mpresented by Ac formub (e.g. 9-(dirriedi)^artm 

9-(diimth)iuninopropylaniino)-2-meth34actidine)' for die treatment of hyperplasic disease. Claim 1 has 
been amended to limit the compoimds daimed to only those where the benzene rin^ of the acridine are 
unsubstituted, and it Is submitted that none of Radziloowski^s confounds are unsubsntuted. ^Withdrawal 
of the rejection is therefore requested* 

The 35 use 103(a) rejections 

Original claims 5 and 9 weie rejected under 35 USC 103(a) for obviousness over Radzikowski. 
Ihis rejectbn, as applied to the amended claims, is respectfully traversed. 
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App. No- 10/0«2^1 * 

Tlje x^jectkm assetts Aat the teachings of Radziko^ki cfiffcr from the cUIms in the use of 
9^[(3-diethykmmopiDp)^ai»molacridi^ (daim 5) and combinadon with other knowi therapy (daim 9); 
and that each of these diax^ would be TOhmthe ordlnajyakaiof die ait. Applicants disagree. As 
discussed above widi lespect to the 35 USC 102(b) rejection, Radziipwski discloses no compounds that 
axe unsubstituted on the benzene rings of the acridine - all ate substbited with either nieth)d or 
methoxy. Further, as the rejecrion acknowledges, the closest 9-sub$titution of Radzikowski is die 
dinieth>^2minopiop)Jamino gioup and not the diedi)4ammopropykmino grotQ). Applicants submit that 
RadzakowskL ^ to suggest that coiupounds lacking substitution on the benzene tings of die acikline 
and/or having a dkdi^kininopiopyiamino subsotuent on the 9-positioii would have efficaqri and the 
ie)ectioa shouU be withdrawn as to claim 5 for that xeasoa Wi^ 

Radzikowski discloses no compounds that am unsubstituted on die benzene rings of the acridine and 
faik to suggest that such compounds would be cffJcadous alone, there can be no si^^sriondiatthey 
would be efficadous in combination with au other known dicrapy. ^BKdidiawal of the ic jection is 
therefore requested 

daim 6 was mjccted uncfer 35 IJBC 103(a) for obviousness over ct aU-^ 
Hungmat, 1995, 42(2), 203-208 ("Petri'') in view of Annistead ct al, US Patent No. 5,192773 
("Axmistead'*). c^^^m $ has been cancelled. 

Conclusion 

Entiy of the amendment, and exanoinaciori and allowazice of the claims, ate respectful^ 
xequested. 
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